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TFT. Tf. 14/09/201 —A Rl#5r ^ 

(^«R) 1995 ^ ^Hl^cr4> (Tnf^ ^3#* aiTwr, 3l|eh<JiH T^‘ 

cT^TT.^I^ 1995 (^ TO ^SflT^HT) ^ ^T^RR R^3Tftn ^ 3lk 

^ nrf^^MO (I^P^ ^51 '4n<*ll) ^ ^ ^ '3*5^ 

4.1RW4vi\il!?^ ^ ^ -^-tn t ^fk RTd^«it cTRT 

3T3^ tor t I 

2 . ’EJ^ f^if^ : rf inRi<*ji 4. cn^ f^. ^ ^ t 

cDlM^e <t>Rli(H^T 1-TT^ ^fcpe? 16-TJ, 4tTO-201301 4 

t ^ cMt4l^ ^ c^ RM‘U| RfMclil, 4 

t I 3n4^, 4. cn^TF Rrf4^ f^. ^ 4?r ^ ^ 3cqi^ 4 515 ?^ 

fl^m t I 3T?r: 3Tr^ 6(^) altr (^) rsit f4RR 2(^) ^ 3 ?^rr ^ssflR ^ afr^ ^ 
qff^cm ^ ^ T?r?raT ^ f i 


3 . ifin4ci ^RRT«f; viit^ 4 ^04 ^ ^ 4 ^r4t ^ RT^4t 

4 4 HTRT ^ chlf^ (t4r4 TO ^ TO TO I) t I ctAf^M 
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4. : STTctW % t ^ vdeiVl ^ 

^ ^ ^ TT^ cR^sft ^ ^ ^ t ! ^>TRdt^ gRT 

>d^lf^d 3lk TT^ ^ ^ STTTnf^ c|!«wf^^ ^ ^RTPlf^ f^Hfl^dTSTt, f^rf^ETW 

5if^ ^ ^ wfm, ^3^ RPi^^^mX ^ f^rqm trh ^ tf^ 

<ii^ffct7 ' ^ ^ ^ ^ ^cr%T t I ^ #^Tt dch'^^cb'l TT^ cnf^rl^icf? ^ ^ 

t 1 dM’^lcwi ^ ^ v??qT^ ^ c^ m ^ ^ ^ f i 3m: ^ 

vjrm ^ TO^rMt C^ 3?^ C^ 3TT^^ ^ 'c5THlf^cl ^3f[ ^ ^ 

3iiiiif^cf l^tiRiEJl^ wiK ^3cqm mrr xjit'^ t ! 

5. ?nftR ^ ; c|c5hh ^ ^ ^ ^ X5H. TfOT. t (1^ x^^rCTfTO 

^ W ^1 

6. ^ ^ ^ t f%. ^ ^ %-^MR 3Rtc2TcR?TT t 3fk 

* ^ ^RTicFT mxR^ cF5T XTTcR ^ fX^ ^ c[^ eTTSPR SRfelcrW ^ ^ ^ 

ferr t 1IRT ^ ^ tor ^ t ’^Kct ^ ^ ^ fcf^ ^ cf^ ^ 

wm ^ ^ -^T ^ %-?MR 3T8}cZmW WT ^ mm t 3fk mixTH 

wer ^ X3^ ^mx5fR aRjoqraw rnmr ^ ^ mm vsnrn mftxr i srrtcfm ^ m?T t 
mcfvjff^ ^ ^ ^^jxrm mi^ ^ 3tt^^ mm^ ^stmerw ^ 1^ ^ 

^ ci^+ici m xrf^mfcRr ^ 3TmN ^ mmm mr ^Rcr^ei-i ^ ^ 

3ik mmm ^ ^ mnm t ! mftrmRt ^ ^ xm^ ^ •^'^narm c^ 

MtuHTsf xtRitRicT ^ 3nmR ^ mrnrn xr 

f^mR f^5m % I 

7. ^ gmf artWr ^ 3 mr- qy 

PtertRd t ! mrwm ^ ^ 'q^ Rrn^ Rnfe cf^ PicbM^ ^ 1^ 

RRrfd cFjtmr m^, #m, sfR qRarn ^ 

mjT t I 

8. : qremW x^nm ^ ^ ^ ^ sn^qm % ^ to 

^ xRrfm f 1% ^ ^ mr mm^r^g^ tW Rrafd 

qWt sdtrm t ^ Rrror t ^ ^ xj^ 

3RM ^ Rrqffcfcf qrg mr rnmr 1^ X3TT ^ t I 

9. “ 4rf& ” 1*4 cb'KuncHcb : 3TTct^ ^ TO! t f^ mmf^ ^ dm 
v3TO>T TOm mter xirem ^ mRuih'W'^m t i tot mn t % mrofi ^ m^r^r ^ 

% dm xTRd ^r w^ ^ TOd ^ 13fR ^xj#d ^ ^5tmft ^ 

^ TO^t ^ ^ t dm d^t dWr mr armj^ ^ ^ t i 

sn^dm ^ TOR H^, eim dm ermf df xtc^ft qr arm c^ spjdR d^ xj^ c^ Rrmro 

^ «RX7r ^ oft ^ t I 

10. Hidd'<ltil Pi<4*il ^ 3T5dR MlC'i^l^ vjffd d^ ^^^STTd d^ 'dfqa d^d^ ^ fel^ 

^ ^ qrfer ^nrof ^ d^ xjiitd ^ ^ “ 5 # ” ^ qqfm m^ f l 

11. qrffd^tsS dS^r |s rnmmr^ qra f %d d 

dd^ d^ ^ mdd, d^ Vj^ d^ “ 5rf^ ” dm qrdd i?d “ ^ ” C^ ^ chRuiicijch 
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^ ^ f ^ ^ ^ t 1 ^R5?{r mftr^ 

^?cT^5Rr ^i>te aiRcbcri ^ cpt pjjyWui cfR^r w 

^f5t m ^ ^ ^ cfr ti^ >3tfr^ ^ ^ wn?T ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 6 ^ 3rjm^ toh 

3ik ^ qRufiifl “ arit ” ^ uffxT ^ ^ f 1 

12. gtra ^ gRrf& ^ ^ ^ ^ ('Man^ 

1 2010 ^ 31 TiT^. 2011 t (drf ^ arafgr ^r arS^. 07-^, 08, arto, 

08-^, 09, arfe, 09-^, 10 afkxjrm ^ amUr (iMan^ arsfe 1 a?^, 2010 ^ 31 
HT^, 2011 ^nPr^ ^ ^ Tftartarr^ ^ ^ ^ amfir ^ 

ari^ ^ -arm 3ft ^ 1 

13. ' ^ ^ w ajk wer ^ ^^cn’^/anffe 

^ 'Hr^j?(ci4? ^ Tjrf^ ^cT^ ’Jira ^ ^ mt vsn^ ^ armm^ ■q^ 

jrat^af! ^ ^utn ^ ^frt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^prr ^ 

31^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ar^ ^ ^ fMRw wr-^ ^ 

’ft?f?Pr^fecT ^ OT3 ^ ^ ^ ^ vsrr^ % wm t :- 

SI Tt &cb T ft 

qr eH^ t ft t i gr R^ic w 

240, ^?irt WT 
^fec^-11Ol07 


14. ^*<^>^*<1 : ^ ^ ^fT^firer ^ ^ ^ ar^^tg 

fcTfecT ^r ^ v^ ^qrftq ^ Rifen^t ^ w ^ aff^’^xni ^ 

^ cTT^y^ % 40 (Wcft^ 1^) ^ ^ftcrq ^ wn ’mflq i -srf^ a^^ ^ 

^ srRf ^ ^ t aroi a(^ ^pRi 5fM ^ t eft f^lf^ Tnf^ro^, mduM 
Pt'^Weft ^ ar^^ur #, ^r “ crssfr'” ^ arm w arr?^ vl^im ^ ^ 
f 1 
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^ ^ ^ 1%^ ^arRTT t ^ ^ ^GfHT 

ar^fer ^ (^) Tftq-^-zr ^ w ^ Ixrf^rd (^fHcf> ^ ^ fc^rif^ ^rf^) w (^) 
^ ^ arTffqJft'4 ^ W ^ (#fe ^ 15?^ ^ ^ 

^^xRT ^ ;tc^ c^ a?^ ^ ^ ” ararm “ arjftq-fl^r ” 

arf^errf t I 


16. ^ ^ ^ ^ amfm^T hht -empn aftq mtenit ^ 

w aHT tr«f^ ^ arrfMt^ ^grpn ^ ar^cit^ ^ arj^rfet ^ 
arf^rm^ I -ifiqKt^ a^rr arjitq^q ^ 1^-^ jrfMar"4^iict7 3?q^ ^ vfpft 
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'H^f%cr cfjRufr ^d%cr ^ 3TRm ^ ftcRUj ^ 

^ ^ % I 

18. 3Hft y^ *\\H^ ^ y^ 3T^te t f^R# "ffT^T Jlly^’il ^{JrRT 

^ ^jcpn ^ ^ttetr ir 1^ m ^ wii t ^ ^ 

^ A ^cTRri Riy I 3Hfry%f %r%i snm? tR 

^ ^ T^ gf^RRTcT t ^ ^ wn RT ^ 1 ipl, 

MRR^(c i 4i A j||y% r y^ ^ ctt^ yr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3m.^ ^ ^ ^ w yf t yrf&c^ y5t 

^ ^RFTT mfly I 

19. y^ gpRT ^ yf>f^ cff! ^ tr j-Miiai ^ yrfey^ 

t i ^ f^ri^ yif^Tcm^ t yrf^t^ 

13mT ^;cRrr y^iw ^ ^ ^q^nr >(ycJ"dPicb ^ srf^pe^ t m <mh\^ 3TaicrT ^^rfeyr 

^ ««??<?)cpxuj cf^ yTf&^[^ c}R 7^ cR? y^t y^tpii y^ STq^d'i? ^7 'Mcf^A 

f I 

20. yy> srsjtjof 3mty%r wrr ^ sr^Tyr yty^ftyyr yfy ^ 1^ yy> 

y>R^ odk fl^T yy f¥ryy ftfe yrt^my^ ^ yf[ l^yr ^inyyi t 

PiRtd yrter^ y5t ^f ysy yyry y?i ^^i gw y^ yly^ydi y?r 

3i i ci ?y chdi ^?4ty>R c^ ?R? y?f gw yyn yR% yiefi yr^ ^ f^f^r<^ yifcRmY c^ 

f^yr ^ tn^ y^ ^ yyrw 1 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 


(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 25th October, 2011 

Sul^ect; Initiation of Anti-Dumping investigation concerning imports of Choline 
Chloride from China PR. 


F. No. 14/09/2011 'DGAD.—M/s. Jubilant Life Sciences Ltd., Noida have filed a petition, 
on behalf of the domestic industry, in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 
1995 and Customs Tariff (Identificatscn, Assessment a nd Collsctton of Anti- Dum ping duty on 
dumped articles and for determination of duty) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules) 
before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) alleging dumping of 
Choline Chloride from People’s Republic of China and have requested for Anti-Dumping 
investigation and levy of Anti-Dumping measures. 
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2. Domestic industry standing: The petition has been filecf by M/s Jubilant Life 
Sciences Ltd. having corporate office at Plot Nb. 1-A, Sector-16-A, Institutional Area, 
Nolda - 201301 and manufacturing facilities for manufacture of Choline Chloride at 
Samlaya, Vadodara. M/s Jubilant Life Sciences Ltd, the applicant accounts for a 
major proportion of the domestic production of Choline Chloride in the country. 
Therefore, the applicant satisfies the standing to file the petition on behalf of the 
domestic industry as per Rule 6(a) and (b) and Rule 2 (b). 

3. Product involved; The product under consideration in the present 
Investigation Is Choline Chloride of all forms and concentrations used for animal feed 
(herein referred to as subject goods). Choline Chbride is a quaternary ammonium 
salt which Is colourless, viscid and strongly aScaline. It is used as additive in animal 
feed. The product is classified under Customs Sub-heading 230?5*9010 and 
2923.1000 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is however, indicative 
only and is in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation.*"* 

4. Domestic Like Article: The Applicant has claimed that there is no known 
significant difference in the subject goods produced by the Indian industry and the 
subject goods exported from the subject countries. The subject goods produced by 
the Indian industry and imported from the subject country are comparable in terms of 
characteristics such as physical & chemical characteristics, manufecturing process & 
technology, functions & uses, product specifications, distribution & marketing and 
tariff classification of the goods. The two are technically and commercially 
substitutable. The consumers are using the two interchangeably.-Thus, the subject 
goods produced by the Applicant are being treated as like artMe to the product 
under consideration imported from the subject country wfthin the meaning of the AD 
Rules for the purpose of this investigation. 

5. Country involved: The country involved in the present investigation is 
People’s Republic of China (herein referred 1o ai subject country). 

6. Normal value: The applicant has stated that China PR is a non-market 
economy country and no country has granted market economy status to china after 
following elaborate evaluation parameters. It has been further mentioned by the 
applicant that India has treated China PR as a non market economy country 
practically in aii Investigations initiated against China and therefore it should be 
treated as non-market economy country in the present investigation also. The 
applicant has stated that in the absence of avdilability of information in the public 
domain, the applicant was not in a position to coihpute the normal value on the basis 
of price or constructed value in a market economy third country and therefore has 
constructed the normal value. The Authority has prima-facie considered the normal 
value of subject goods in subject country on the basis of constructed value for the 
purpose of the initiation of this investigation. 

7. Export price: The Applicant has determihed the export prices based on the 
data compiled by IBIS, Mumbai. The export prices have been adjusted for ocean 
freight, marine insurance, port handling and inlarid transportation etc to arrive at net 
export price at ex-factory level. 
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8. Dumping margin: The applicant has provided sufficient evidence that the 
normal value df the subject goods in the subject country is significantly higher than 
the net export prices, prima-facie indicating that the subject goods originating in or 
exported from the subject country are being dumped, to justify initiation of an 
antidumping inU^tigation. 

9. ‘injury* «nd causal link: The Applicant has claimed material injury and 
threat of material injury as a result of the alleged dumping. It has been claimed that 
the imports tove lincieased in absolute terms and in relation to consumption In India 
and that the .imports are significantly undercutting the prices of the domestic industry 
and as well de^ssing the prices of the domestic iridustry. The Applicant has further 
claimed deterioration in the perfomance of the domestic industry in terms of, market 
share, prol^ and return on capital employed. 

10. There is sufficient evidence of the ‘injury’ being suffered by the domestic 
industry caused by the dumped imports from the subject country to justify initiation of 
an antidumping investigation in terms of the AD Rules. 

11. InitiatJori of Anti Dumping Investigation: In view of the foregoing, the 
Authority finds that suffident evidence of dumping of the subject goods from the 
subject country, ‘Injury’ to the' domestic industry and causa! link between the 
dumping and ‘injury’ exists to justify initiation of an anti-dumping investigation. 
Accordingly, the Authority hereby initiates an investigation into the alleged dumping, 
and consequent ‘injury’ to the domestic industry in terms of the Rules 5 of the AD 
Rules, to determine the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping and to 
recommend the amount of anti-dumping measure, which, if levied, would be 
adequate to remove the injury to the domestic industry. 

12. Period of investigation: The period of investigation for the purpose of 
present investigation is 1st April 2010 to 31®* March 2011. The injury Investigation 
period will, however, cover the periods April 2007-March 2008, April 2008-March 
2009, April 2009-March 2010 and the Period of Investigation (POI) viz. 1®* April 2010 
to 31®* March 2011. For threat of material injury, the data beyond the POI may also 
be examined. 

13. Submission of information: The known exporters in the subject countries 
and their Governments through their Embassy/Economic and Cultural Centre in 
India, importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic industry 
are being informed separately to enable them to file all information relevant in the 
form and manner prescribed. Any other interested party may also make its 
submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within 
the time-limit set out betow and write to: 

The Designated Authority, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Allied Duties, 

Ministry of Commerce & industry, 

Department of Commerce, 

Room No.240, Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi -110107. 

14. Time Any information relating to this investigation and any request for 
hearing shptrtd be in writing so as to reach the Authority at the above mentioned 
address, nc^ feter forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this 
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notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Authority may record its findings on the basis 
of the ‘facts available* on record in accordance with the AD Rules. 

15. Submission of information on Confidential basis: In case confidentiality is 
claimed on any part of the questionnaire’s response/ submissions, the same must be 
submitted in two separate sets (a) marked as Confidential (with title, index, number 
of pages, etc.) and (b) other set marked a$ Non-Confidential (with title, inde)t, 
number of pages, etc.). All the information supplied must be clearly marked as either 
“confidentiar or “non-confidentiar at the top of each page. 

16. Information supplied without any mark shall be treated as non-confidential 
and the Authority shall be at liberty to allow the other interested parties to inspect 
any such non-confidential information. Two (2) copies each of the confidential 
version and the non-confidential version must be submitted. 

17. For information claimed as confidential; the supplier of the information is 
required to provide a good cause statement along with the supplied information as to 
why such information cannot be disclosed and/or why summarization of such 
information is not possible. 

18. The non-confidential version is required to be a replica of the confidential 
version with the confidential information preferably indexed or blanked out/ 
surnmarized depending upon the information on which confidentiality is claimed. The 
non-confidential summary must be in sufficient detail to permit a reasor^ble 
understanding of the substance of the information fomished on confidential basis. 
However, in exceptional circumstances, party sifomitting the confidential information 
may indicate that such information is not susceptible of summary, a statement of 
reasons why summarization is not possible, must be provided to the satisfaction of 
the Designated Authority. 

19. The Authority may accept or reject foe request for confidentiality on 
examination of the nature of the information submitted. If the Designated Authority is 
satisfied that the request for confidentiality is not warranted or the supplier of the 
information is either unwilling to make the information public or to authorize its 
disclosure in generalized or summary form, it may disregard such information. 

20. Any submission made without a meaningful non-confidential version thereof 
or without a good cause statement on the confidentiality claim may not be taken on 
record by the Designated Authority. The Designated Authority on being satisfied and 
accepting the need for confidentiality of the infomnation provided; shalj not disclose it 
to any party without specific authorization of the party providing such inf^^atidn. 
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